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sent in ratifications and chose members of the Court. 
Meanwhile men were skeptically declaring that the 
Court had fallen still-born, that it was doing nothing, 
that a court which did not stop wars, that had no 
disputes brought before it, was null and void. 

Now the fourth great step in this Hague Con- 
ference work, after only the brief space of four 
years from its commencement, has been taken, and 
by the time these lines reach the reader, the Court 
will be actually at work, in the manner described 
above, on its first case. It is a marvelous record for 
four years. There is scarcely any story of swift 
achievement like it in the whole history of civiliza- 
tion. Into four years has been crowded, not so 
much by the special efforts of men as by the accu- 
mulated force of civilization working spontaneously 
and irresistibly, what men believed, and not irration- 
ally, it would take generations if not centuries to 
accomplish. People ought to read, re-read, and 
ponder the story until they grasp, as far as is pos- 
sible at the present time, something of its full sig- 
nificance. 

Now that the Court is an accomplished fact, it is 
said by men — even men of the greatest intelligence 
and highest character — who fear that the movement 
is going too fast to give substantial and permanent 
results, that the supreme test of the value of this 
tribunal will come when some critical controversy of 
the first order comes up between two first-class 
powers. Behind what they say is the unuttered 
thought that the Court will then be ignored and 
prove valueless. We may well leave the redemption 
of these men from their fear to the logic of events. 
This logic is sure to be against them. This great 
institution of reason and law, the child of the ages, 
the last and largest organized expression of the 
heart and brain, and of the moral life of the world, 
is not going to wither away and collapse when some 
hour of emergency comes. It is too late for men to 
take counsel of their fears in this way. 

The Mimic Coast War. 

So long as armies and navies exist, it must be 
taken as a matter of course that whatever of training 
and practice is necessary to keep them efficient will 
be indulged in ; but citizens who pay the bills, 
whether opponents of the navy or its supporters, 
certainly have the right to expect that the practice 
exercises shall be for their purpose legitimate ones, 
and not employed for sinister ends or turned into 
grotesque and absurd mimicry. 

It has been a long time since the country has been 
treated to so extraordinary a bit of opera bouffe on 
a national scale as that of the recent mock attack 
and defense of our coast. That this mimic warfare 
has been meant either to give actual training or to 
test that already possessed is hard to believe. Think 
of sending out three small cruisers to attack and 



make a landing somewhere on a hundred miles of 
coast, limiting their points of entrance to the few 
harbors deep enough for the largest ships of war, 
and then expecting them to get in without discovery 
by some one of a fleet of more than a dozen high- 
class vessels guarding that section of coast and on 
the lookout for them ! The veriest land-lubber, it 
would seem, could devise a better test of efficiency 
than that. 

How much about actual warfare is learned by the 
big ships and the little torpedo boats racing through 
the waters like mad, drawing up ready for broadsides, 
but never firing a shot ; by the booming of big guns, 
belching out nothing but smoke and noise; by the 
manipulation for a week of the coast ordnance 
against an " enemy " who knows every corner in the 
fortifications, but whose threats of attack will all be 
shams ; by the sinking of big ships which are never 
sunk; by surrenders in classic form when there is 
nothing to surrender. 

An hour of actual attack on the coast would 
knock the heels from under all these dummy per- 
formances and show their practical valuelessness. 
Whatever training in cooperation, observation and 
promptness of service these exercises may give — 
and they will have their limited value in this direc- 
tion — may be just as easily had in the ordinary 
work of the navy and the forts without the gro- 
tesqueness and the immense extra expense of this 
sham fighting. 

What are the purposes, then, of the " war game " 
to which the country has been treated ? Why has it 
come just at the present time, when the navy is 
clamoring for more men and the President on his 
" official " trip has been sounding in glowing rhetoric 
the matchlessness of the fleet? A prominent writer 
" who knows," as everybody with eyes and ears open 
knows, has declared it to be twofold, to let Germany 
and the "rest of them" know that we are really 
able to defend our coasts against any attacks which 
they may have in mind to deliver, and, secondly, to 
awaken among the people enthusiasm for the navy. 

The first of these purposes can hardly be anything 
more than a part of the general sham or a mere ruse 
in support of the naval enthusiasm scheme. How 
much more about our ability to defend our coasts 
does anybody suppose the German Emperor and 
his naval folk will know after this mimic attack 
than they already knew? And why should we wish 
to teach them, when there is not the shadow of a 
reason for believing that they have any design 
against us? If this part of the program of the 
promoters has any seriousness in it, it is an exhibi- 
tion of the chip-on-the-shoulder policy, now entirely 
too much in evidence with some of our citizens, 
intended to provoke and irritate Germany or some 
other power, and thus to prepare the way for the 
war which some are bent on having. 
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Enthusiasm for the navy — that is the funda- 
mental end and aim of the big game, whatever sec- 
ondary purposes it may be expected to serve. The 
navy is short of men. Three thousand recruits are 
wanted. They cannot be had with the ordinary 
inducements. The pay is small. The service, how- 
ever superior it may be in comparison with that of 
other countries, is unattractive to free, liberty-loving 
American citizens. There is no kind of life more 
monotonous, more slavish and desolate than that of 
an ordinary marine on a man-of-war. Desertions 
from navies are the common order, wherever the 
ships touch port. 

These things are known to the people, and they 
will not enlist in any great numbers from " patriotic " 
motives. Not even the President's fervid periods 
about the necessity of a great and efficient navy 
draws them. They have too much imagination. 
The efforts to get the needed recruits among the 
striking miners has failed. That among the unoc- 
cupied farm laborers will also be measurably unsuc- 
cessful. Many of these people have no use for a 
navy. There is a growing opposition among the 
masses to make themselves professional man-killers, 
however willing they may be to volunteer in time of 
actual war. 

Here, then, is to be found the real motive of the 
big mock coast war. The people must be aroused, 
excited. They must be made to feel the danger of 
an attack in the near future upon our Atlantic shores 
and of the destruction of our great seaboard cities. 
They must be impressed with the " splendor " and 
importance of the navy. They must be carried off 
their feet, their judgment and moral feelings over- 
borne, so that they will go straightway and enlist in 
sufficient numbers to fill up the gaps in the personnel 
of the navy. This is the meaning of the great war 
farce which has just been enacted before the eyes of 
the nation, at enormous cost, directed from behind 
the curtain by the busy and unwearied navy pro- 
moters who compass sea and land to accomplish 
their designs. The thing bodes no good to either 
America or the general civilization of the world. 



Lessons of the South African War. 

v. 

There are two further lessons of the South African 
war which need to be considered. These are both 
of a practical nature, and are much more likely to 
be heeded by the governments than those which we 
have heretofore pointed out. 

One of these lessons is that of the enormous ex- 
pensiveness of warfare under present conditions. 
There is one difficulty in determining the money 
cost of the South African war, and that is the im- 
possibility of obtaining any good account of the 
expenditures of the two Boer republics. These 



must have been large, to say nothing of the almost 
complete loss of all their other property. Only the 
English side of the outlay can be used to emphasize 
the lesson. 

According to a statement made in the House of 
Commons by Mr. Brodrick toward the close of the 
war, England will have spent in its prosecution and 
winding-up about §1,250,000,000. This is sure to 
be much under rather than over the actual outlay. 
This sum is more than three and a half times what 
the Crimean War cost England. It is nearly as 
much as the Crimean War cost Great Britain, 
France, Russia, Turkey and Piedmont together. It 
is half as much as the gigantic war of 1870 cost 
France and Germany combined. 

The significance of this huge sum cannot, how- 
ever, be felt unless one remembers that the war was 
against a small opponent, and that the cost of it was 
therefore a minimum, that is, that under no other 
conditions could the British government in our day 
engage in a contest properly to be called a war 
where the expenditures would be so small. The 
British fleet was not brought into action. There 
was no outlay for home defense. Nothing was ex- 
pended in the protection of commerce. The whole 
outgo of money was for the equipment and trans- 
portation of troops, their maintenance in the field, 
the care of the wounded and sick, and of the pris- 
oners taken. A war with France, Germany, Russia 
or the United States, which would have been swift 
in its movements and destructiveness, and called into 
action the fleet and necessitated every other kind of 
military operation, would have cost in the same 
period of time probably five or six times as much as 
the Boer War. In other words, the outlay would 
have been so enormous and rapid that the govern- 
ments could not by any possible devices have met it 
for any length of time. Government bonds, instead 
of falling twenty-one points as did the British con- 
sols during the Transvaal conflict, would have tum- 
bled down to twenty-five per cent, or less of their 
face value. 

This lesson taught by the South African war is 
one which the government leaders and financiers of 
the nations are certain to weigh with great care here- 
after before they allow disputes with other peoples 
to come to a point where war is imminent. 

VI. 

A kindred lesson to this of the enormous costli- 
ness of modern hostilities is that of the impossibility 
of waging to a decision a war between powers any- 
thing like equally matched. This is the point on 
which Mr. Bloch laid such stress in his great work 
on "The Future of War," and in many brochures 
and magazine articles written in the last two years 
of his life. It is perfectly clear, since the small 
forces of the Boers with their Mausers kept the 



